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FACULTY SENATE-AS SOC IATED STUDENT GOVERNM ENT 
WESTERN KENTUCKY UNIVERSITY 
BOWLING GREEN , KE NT UCKY 
NOVEMBER 21, 1981 
TO: S tudents , Patrons, Alumni , Faculty and Friends of Higher Education 
(Read thi s and take it home for others to read) 
We must all wo rk together to insure the future of Education in 
Kentucky. 
Uncontrollable economic conditions within the Commonwealth and 
across the nation have placed all of us in a difficult situation . All 
levels o f education, Elementary . Secondary and Higher Education, have 
had to cope with budget cuts. As things stand now all educational 
systems are seriously underfunded and much planning will b e required 
if such things as class size and range of available programs are to be 
maintained. Within the limits o f the resources which are available, 
a fair and reasonable plan for maintaining and restoring education at 
all levels must be de ve l oped . 
The main principle which should form the basis o f any plan to 
maintain and restore education must be that people throughout the 
Commonwealth have an access to a needed range of educational oppor-
tuni ties at a reasonable cost. Pr oposals for the rest oratio n of our 
system o f Elementary and Secondary education seem to be based upon 
this principal of fair and equitable funding . For Co lleges and Uni -
versitie s , though , the proposals are taking a very differen t direction . 
Instead o f a fair and equitable rest o ration of the system of Higher 
Education, the Council o n Higher Education has chosen to recommend 
that the Legislature redistribute the meage r funds which are available 
i n such a way as to enhance the development of some institutions while 
diminishing the role and mission o f others . 
If the present system, which allows people throughout the Common-
wealth to choose where they wish to obtain their education is to be 
preserved, the legislature must reject the proposed unfair system and 
adopt a plan which fairly restores all Universities to a wo rkable 
level of funding. 
What can you do? 
Let your legislators know what the issues are and urge them to 
adopt a system o f fund1ng which fairly distributes available money 
to all of the Colleges and Universities t hroughout the Commonwealth . 
Preserve y our right to choose the program o f your choice . 
Thank you , 
WKU Faculty Senate 
WKU Associated Student Government 
EDUCA Tl ON I S KENTUCKY'S FUTURE 
Paid for by donations from faculty , staff, students and friends of Western. 
What is Happening Right Now? 
, 
Since the last budget was adopted by the 1980 l egislature, 
Western ' s appropriat i on has been cut by about Five Million Dollars. 
To cope with this drastic cut in funds , over 10I0Ifaculty, staff 
and administrative positions have been e liminated which has resulted 
in the l oss of whole courses of study. Ser vices , maintenance, 
supplies and campus security have been reduced to a bare minimum. 
Class size has increased. Students and faculty alike a re c oncerned 
about the fu t ure of Western and its ability to provide the range and 
quality o f services and instructi onal programs which are needed by 
those who have chosen Western. 
Here i s the way funds are pre sently distributed : 
FALL 1980 ENROLLMENT % of State 
Appropriation 
FTE % of Total 1981/82 
KENTUCKY STATE 1,491 1 . 75 2 .7 
EASTERN 11, 166 13 .14 8.9 
MOREHEAD 5,379 6 . 33 5 . 4 
MURRAY 6 , 345 7.47 6 .7 
NORTHERN 5 , 289 6.22 4 . 7 
WESTERN 10,471 12 . 33 8.4 
UL 13,691 16.11 22.0 
UK 31 ,14 2 36 . 65 41.2 
TOTAL 84 , 974 100.00 100.0 
Western's Fall of 1980 enrollment was 10,471 full time equivalent 
students, or 12 . 33% o f all students enrolled in Kentucky Colle ges 
and Univers i ties . For tho se s t udents We stern currently receives 
8.4% of the total funds for Higher Education . This table shows the 
relationship which now exists betwe e n enrollment and funding f o r a l l 
state schoo ls. I t can be see n fr om these figures that schools are 
not equally funded f o r the students who are now enrolled. 
, 
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What ~oes The Futur e Look Like? 
The Counci l o n Highe r Educati on has re commended to t he 
Legislature a " formu la" plan f or f unding for t he next two 
budget years. This "fo r mula" wou ld change the fu nding l evels 
for the stude nts in Ke n tucky ' s Unive rs ities in such a way as 
to incre ase t h e inequitable differences which now exist . 
DISTRIBUTION OF NEW STATE DOLLARS 
1981/8 2 BaBe 
Amount " Totcal 
Recommendation '0 CO, f inanCi! £C!rm1 . [982/93 1983/84 
Amount • o f Total Amount • o f To t a l 
"" 30.210,500 ' .9 - 0- -0- 903 , 100 ),5 
"'" 9,299, 100 '-' - 0- - 0- ( 148, 000) -. 57 
MOREHEAD 18,362 ,7 0 0 '-' - 0- - 0- 671,500 2. 6 
MURRAY 22 , 853,800 '-' - 0_ - 0- 572,900 2.2 
NORTHERN 16,051,2 00 '-' -0- - 0- 186,700 ).0 
WESTERN 26 .637 .600 , .. -0- - 0 - I, Oll ,BOO '-' 
UC 74. alS, 000 22. 0 - 0- - 0- 6,812 , 4 00 26 . 6 
"' 14 0 ,274,4 00 41.2 - 0- - 0- 14 , 92 1 ,4 00 58 .4 
Total J40.~04.JOO 100 . 0 25,537 , 800 100 . 0 
If the legis l ature approves this " fo r mula", Western would 
be getti ng only 3 . ~~ of the new dollars to educate i ts 12. 33% 
of the students while UK wou ld signif i cantly pull a head t o get 
58 .4% of t he new state f unds to educate 36 . 5% of the students . 
When the inflation rate is take n into considerati o n , it is 
obvious that there will need t o be further cuts in faculty , 
programs and services at Western . 
The c l a im i s made that t he "fo rmula" i s based u on a 
Universities m1ssion. The fac t 1S that fun inq by t he " formu l a " 













THIS' GRAPH SHOWS THE INCREASE RE COMMENDED 
TO THE LEGISLATURE BY THE COUNCI L ON HIGHER EDUCATION 
KYST 




$ 1 ,011 ,800 
PERCENT OF TOTAL NEW APPROPRIATION 
PROPOSED FOR WESTERN 
3 . 9 
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A compari son of the dollar amounts of recommended increased 
funding are shown in this graph . It can easily be seen that any 
"new money" will not be distributed in a manner which will restore 
the 198 0 balance, but i ns tead l imit the growth of some while stimu-
lating the growth of a few . 
, 
State Appropriati on Pattern for Instructi o n , 
One claim which is made in support of tne "formula" 
is that UK and UL should "of course" get more money 
because they are more complex . The claim is that the 
medical schools , dental schools , law schoo ls, research 
institutes and agricultural extensi on ser vices a re the 
basis for the unequal distribution of funds. This tab l e 
shows the r e c ommended distributio n o f funds ove r the 
next tw o years , as c ompared to the present, of funds 
for instruction. These percentages reflec t only the 
funds f o r technical, undergraduate, and graduate rlasses , 
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5 .2 9% 
11. 24% 
18 . 75% 
39 . 08% 
f o r Instruction 
1983- 84 %Change 
10.75% 
1.09% 
6 .3 0% 
6 .3 9% 
5 . 22% 
10 . 89% 







- . 35 
+ .08 
+1.41 
(Does n ot include profess i onal schools or o the r institu-
tional activities , such as research institutes o r agri-
cultural e xtens i o n service which c onstitute the tota l 
missi on. ) 
The a r gument doe s not ho ld that UK and UL get mor e 
money because o f t heir "mission" differences. These 
recommendations are f or disproportionate and unequal 
funding f o r the same activities which just happen to 
take place on different campuses . The obvious effect o f 
this pattern o f funding will be to make students choose 
between c lasses which are suppo rte d at different levels 
o n differe nt campuses. 
If t he people o f Ke ntucky are t o have a re a listic 
choice of where , at what campus , they are g o ing to obtain 
their sought-after educati on , the pattern of fund ing f or 
instruction must be changed. 
Equal funding f or the same instruction at each Eampus 
must be t he adopted pattern. 
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